


TENTATIVE AGENDA
 

I .	 Call to Order 

2.	 Call to the Audience 

An opportunity will be provided to members 
of the public to address the Air Quality 
Technical Advisory Committee on items not 
scheduled on the agenda that fall under the 
jurisdiction of MAG, or on items on the 
agenda for discussion but not for ad:ion. 
Members of the public will be requested not 
to exceed athree minute time period fortheir 
comments. A total of I5 minutes will be 
provided for the Call to the Audience agenda 
item, unless the Ai r Quality Technical Advisory 
Committee requests an exception to this limit. 
Please note that those wishing to comment on 
action agenda items will be given an 
opportunity at the time the item is heard. 

3.	 Approval of the November 19,2007 Meeting 
Minutes 

4.	 MAG 2007 Five Percent Plan for PM-I 0 

The MAG 2007 Five Percent Plan for PM-I 0 
for the Maricopa County NonattainmentArea 
is due to the Envi ronmental Protection Agency 
by December 3 I ,2007. Collectively, the plan 
includes fifty-three committed control 
measures. The plan demonstrates that the 
committed measures will reduce PM-IO 
emissions by at least five percent per year and 
demonstrates attainment of the PM-IO 
standard as expeditiously as practicable which 
is 2010. 

A public hearing will be conducted on the draft 
plan on December 12, 2007. The comments 
received on the plan will be discussed with the 
Committee. Following the consideration of 
public comments, the MAG Air Quality 
Technical Advisory Committee may make a 

COMMITIEE ACTION REQUESTED 

2.	 For information. 

3.	 Review and approve the November 19, 2007 
meeting minutes. 

4.	 For information, discussion an·d 
recommendation to adoptthe MAG 2007 Five 
Percent Plan for PM-IO for the Maricopa 
County Nonattainment Area. 



recommendation on December 17, 2007. 
The MAG Regional Council may take action 
on the plan on December 19, 2007. Please 
refer to the enclosed material. 

5.	 Tentative 2008 Meeting Schedule for the 
MAG Air ouality Technical Advisory 
Committee 

For your information and convenience, the 
Tentative Meeting Schedule for the MAG Air 
Quality Technical Advisory Committee for 
January - December 2008 is provided. Please 
refer to the enclosed material. 

6.	 Call for Future Agenda Items 

The next meeting of the Committee has been 
tentatively scheduled for Thursday, January 24, 
2008 at I :30 p.m. The Chairman will invite 
the Committee members to suggest future 
agenda items. 

5. For information and discussion. 

6. For information and discussion. 
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1. Call to Order 

A meeting of the MAG Air Quality Technical Advisory Committee was conducted on November 
19, 2007. John Kross, Town of Queen Creek, Chair, called the meeting to order at approximately 
1:36 p.m. Antonio DeLaCruz, City of Surprise; Lisa Taraborelli, Town of Gilbert; Jamie 
McCullough, City of EI Mirage; Scott Bouchie, City of Mesa; Cory Woods, American Lung 
Association ofArizona; Jess Segovia, City of Avondale; Jim Weiss, City of Chandler; and Duane 
Yantomo, Arizona Department of Weigllts and Measures attended the meeting via telephone 
conference call. 

2. Call to the Audience 

Mr. Kross stated that, according to the MAG public comnle11t process, members ofthe audience who 
wish to speak are requested to fill out comnlent cards, which are available on the tables adjacent to 
tIle doorways inside the meeting room. Citizens are asked not to exceed a three minute time period 
for their comments. Public comment is provided at the beginning of the meeting for nonagenda 
items and nonaction agenda items. He noted that no public comment cards had been received. 

3. Approval of tIle September 25, 2007 Meeting Minutes 

The Committee reviewed the minutes from the September 25, 2007 meeting. Joe Gibbs, City of 
Phoenix, moved and Dave Berry, Arizona Motor Transport Association, seconded and the motion 
to approve the September 25, 2007 meeting minutes carried unanimously. 

4. Update on the PM-10 Modeling for tIle Draft MAG 2007 Five Percent Plan for PM-10 

Cathy Arthur, Maricopa Associatio11 of Governments (MAG), gave all update 011 the PM-10 
Modeling for the Draft MAG 2007 Five Percent Plan for PM-10. She nle11tioned tllat the Plan is 
available for public review and due to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) by December 
31, 2007. Ms. Arthur stated that a Five Percent Plan for PM-lOis required by the Clean Air Act 
Sectio11 189(d) for Serious PM-10 nonattainnle11t areas that do not nleet the standard by the 
attainment date wllich was December 31, 2006 for this region. The Plan is due to the EPA one year 
later. She indicated that this Plan must show a five percent per year reduction in emissions until the 
standard is attained at the monitors. She stated that the Plan must also model attainment at the 
monitors. Ms. Arthur presented a pie chart of the 2007 PM-1 0 Emissions with Committed Control 
Measures. She commented that the paved and unpaved roads sections of the pie are a little higher 
share of the total pie than what has been presented previously and the total number is higher. She 
added that as the Plan has matured, the numbers have increased. She mentioned that the five percent 
reduction target is based on the 2007 PM-10 Emissions with Committed Control Measures. Ms. 
Arthur stated that three years of clean data is needed in order to show attainnlent at tIle monitors. 
She added that attainment cannot be shown next year because ofthe violations in 2006 and therefore 
2010 is 11eeded. 

Ms. Arthur presented the five percent reduction targets. She indicated that a 4,822 ton reduction is 
required in 2008, 9,644 ton reduction in 2009, and 14,466 ton reduction in 2010. Mr Berry inquired 
if the total tons increased as MAG worked on the modeling. Ms. Arthur replied that the tons 
increased as the emissions were grown from 2005 to 2007. Mr. Berry asked if96,445 tons/year for 
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the 2007 PM-I0 Emissions with Committed Control Measures is the number currently in the Plan. 
Ms. Arthur replied that is correct. Mr. Berry inquired about the starting number. Ms. Arthur replied 
that in 2005 the number was approximately 84,000 tons/year. She added that growth is expected 
because of the two year differential. She stated that some of the methodologies have changed and 
tllat is the reason the growth shown in the pie chart is higher. She conunented that the approach for 
unpaved road and paved road emissions has been improved. Mr. Berry inquired if the 96,445 
tons/year number was used when working with the stakeholders on reductions and control measures. 
Ms. Artllur responded that the number used was approximately 95,000 tons. She added that tIle 
number increased due to improving the methodologies. Mr. Berry asked if the effectiveness of tIle 
control measures increased. Ms. Arthur replied yes. 

Spencer Kamps, Homebuilders Association ofCentral Arizona, inquired about a two year plan. Ms. 
Arthur responded tllat three years of clean data is required at the monitors to achieve attainment; 
therefore, there is a minimum of a three year plan. She added that the Plan shows 2008-2010. The 
Plan covers 2008-2010 because it is being developed in 2007. Mr. Kamps stated tllat he understood 
about the three years ofclean data and asked about a two year plall that was discussed previously in 
terms ofcommitment. Ms. Arthur responded that the concern was the uncertaillty ofNovember and 
December of2007 since these are typically the worst months due to stagnant conditions. She stated 
that there is enough credit to add 2010. She mentioned that if violations occur in 2007, the Plan 
would not have to be updated to add the year 2010. 

Larry Person, City of Scottsdale, inquired about the difference between one year of reasonable 
further progress tonnage and the one year reduction tOllilage. Ms. Arthur responded that the 
reduction tonnages shown refer to the five percent reduction requirements per year that are required 
ofareas that do not attain the standard on time. Reasonable further progress is a requirement ofall 
nonattainment plans, and is a contingency measure requirement above and beyond the control 
measures. She added that both have to be met in order to satisfy the requirements to have the Plan 
be approvable. She indicated tllat the contingency measures have an annual target that does not 
escalate the same way as the five percent reductions. Mr. Person inquired about the difference. Ms. 
Arthur replied that the contingency measure credit has to be shown above and beyond the credit for 
the other committed measures. She noted that the measures have to be different. She added that 
both the 14,466 tons/year and the 5,030 tons/year are added together. Lindy Bauer, MAG, stated that 
reasonable further progress is based on what is needed to attain the standard. She indicated that 
attainment demonstration turned out to be more onerous than the five percent requirement. She 
nlentioned that five percent is a number in the law; therefore, there is a minimum of five percent 
reduction in emissions per year required. Ms. Bauer stated that at the beginning ofthis process, five 
percent could have been enough to attain the standard, more than enough to attain the standard, or 
not enough to attain the standard. She added that five percent was not enough to attain the standard 
in this regiol1. 

Ms. Arthur presented a pie chart for the 2010 PM-10 Emissions with Committed Control Measures. 
She added that 2010 is 15,000 tons less than 2007. She stated that the modeling measures and the 
five percent measures are the same. She added that contingency measures are a different set of 
meaSllres. Ms. Arthur presented the Reasonable Further Progress. She commented that a linear 
downward trend needs to be shown to satisfy the requirement for a nonattainment area plan. She 
demol1strated how the target for contingency measures was determined. Mr. Gibbs inquired if the 
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5,030 tons/year is tIle total tons per year from the committed measures or a level to reach attainment. 
Ms. Arthur replied tllat it is a requirement in the Clean Air Act and these have to be measures that 
are above and beyond what was used both in terms of showing the pie chart and modeling 
attainment. Mr. Gibbs inquired if the 81,356 tons/year were from the committed control measures. 
Ms. Arthur replied that is correct. Mr. Gibbs asked if the tons could produce a buffer above and 
beyond attainment. Ms. Arthur responded that the modeling would indicate there is not much of a 
buffer. She added that there is a big buffer in terms of the five percent. She mentioned that all of 
that credit is needed in order to model attainment in the Salt River Area. Ms. Arthtlr indicated that 
the mix of sources in the Salt River Domain and the reduction ill those sources were critical. 

Mr. Person inquired about 22 percent ofthe 2010 emissions coming from the few unpaved roads that 
are in the region. Ms. Arthur responded that there are a lot of unpaved roads in the region. She 
added that there are an estimated 1680 miles ofunpaved roads with a lot ofthose being private. Ms. 
Arthur discussed unpaved road miles with high ADT. She indicated that the total tons per year in 
the pie chart for 2010 may be smaller but the percentage share for paved and unpaved roads is 
higher. Ms. Arthur stated that most ofthe measures that control paved and unpaved roads are listed 
as contingency nleasures, therefore, credit is applied toward contingency. Slle indicated that all of 
tIle measures are comnlitted measures and all based on commitments submitted by the State, County 
and the local jurisdictions. She added that some of the measures are control comnlitted measures 
and are applied toward the pie chart for five percent reductions. She stated that some of the other 
committed measures are committed contingencymeasures. Ms. Arthur commented that EPA allows 
credit to be taken for the contingency committed measures. She indicated that there are legally 
binding commitments for all the measures to be implemented. Mannie Carpenter, Valley Forward, 
inquired if the 96,445 tons verses the 81,356 tons should be equal to the 14,466 tons. Ms. Arthur 
replied that it is higher since more credit was needed than 14,466 tons in order to model attainment. 

Ms. Arthur presented the 25 committed control measures. She commented that research indicated 
how much benefit was needed ill order to show attainment with the models. She added that the 
measures were reallocated and the compliance was increased in order to make a modeling 
demollstration. Ms. Artllur presented the committed contingellcy measures. She stated that tllese 
measures are comnlitted measures that were not needed to show attainmellt tlTIough modeling and 
therefore were included as committed cOlltingency nleasures. She added that all of the measures 
are going to be implemented. Mr. Kamps inquired about how measures were decided to be 
contingency. Ms. Arthur replied that it is based on the modeling. She added that Sierra Research 
provided the mix of sources in the Salt River Area and indicated the types of reductions needed in 
order to reach attainment. She mentioned that the compliance levels for those measures were 
increased to the maximum extent. Ms. Arthur stated that the measures were reordered so that Sierra 
Research could show attainment through modeling. She mentioned that there are nine committed 
contingency measures. 

Ms. Arthur presented tIle reductions for quantified nleasures. She showed the measures needed to 
meet the five percellt requirement and measures needed to meet the contingency requirement for 
2008 through 2010. She stated that the conclusion is that both committed control measures and 
committed contingency measures will meet the Clean Air Act requirements for a 2010 attainment 
date. 
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Ms. Arthur presented the reductions in 2010 for committed control measures. She stated that the 
measures are oriented toward Rule 310, Rule 316, vacant lots, and parking lots. She displayed the 
reductions in 2010 for contingency measures. Ms. Arthur showed the Reductions in 2010 for all 
committed measures. She stated that the chart represents both contingency and control measures. 
She added that all the measures will be implenlented. Ms. Arthur discussed the AERMOD 
Dispersion Model. She stated that the 29 square nlile modeling domain modeled two different 
episodes. She indicated that Olle episode was windy conditions and the other was stagnant 
conditions. She mentioned that Sierra Research perfonned modeling using results of field work 
conducted for the MAG PM-I0 Source Attribution and Deposition Study. She stated that the 
Technical Support Document (TSD) mentions the data collected and 110W it confinns the AERMOD 
modeling parameters and results. She added that monitoring infonnation is also addressed in the 
TSD. 

Ms. Arthur discussed the attainment demonstrated with committed control measures under stagnant 
conditions. She stated that the Durango, West 43rd Avenue and Bethtlne sites were modeled. She 
added that the Bethune Elementary monitor exceeded tIle standard on December 12, 2005. She 
indicated that Bethune Elementary is the highest of the three monitors in 2010 with a value of 141 
ug/m3 after control measures were applied to the mix of sources around the monitors. Ms. Arthur 
discussed attainment demonstrated with committed control measures under windy conditions in 
2010. She added that the highest value was for West 43rd Avenue at 141 ug/m3

• Mr. Kamps inquired 
about the highest value at the West 43rd Avenue and Dtlrango monitors in the model. Ms. Arthur 
replied that 233 ug/m3 was tIle value that was being modeled at West 43rd Avenue. Mr. Kamps 
illquired about the modelillg results for Durango and West 43rd Avenue under stagnant conditions. 
Ms. Arthur responded that tIle results were in the range of 138 ug/m3

• Mr. Berry inquired about the 
PM-I0 stalldard. Ms. Arthur replied that the standard is 150 ug/m3

• Slle added that on the windy 
day, February 15, 2006, only Durango and West 43rd Avenue exceeded the standard. 

Ms. Arthur stated that Rollback Modeling was conducted for the Higley mOllitor. Slle added that 
a 16 kilometer square area was centered on the Higley nlonitor. She indicated that tIle high 
concentration was 170 ug/m3 under windy conditions on January 24, 2006. Ms. Arthur stated that 
two different scenarios were used to show attainment in 2010 with the committed control measures. 
She mentioned that the first scenario looked at the change of the land use surrounding the Higley 
monitor. Ms. Arthur added that the second scenario was without land use changes. She noted the 
comfortable margin. Mr. Gibbs inquired if the two scenarios were to meet regulatory tests. Ms. 
Arthur replied that most of the time the second scenario is used. It was decided to look at both 
scenarios because of the changes in lalld use. Mr. Kross inquired about the metric use for the 
changes of land use. Ms. Arthur responded that the area near Higley has a timeframe for 
development. She added that there are target dates for development ill the MAG database. She 
nlentioned that there are vacant areas near Higley that are expected to be under development in 2010 
and that has been taken into account. Slle commented that the acreage from those areas will be used 
to generate the emissiollS. Ms. Arthur mentioned traffic related PM-I0 from developed 
communities. She added that the increased volumes oftraffic were estinlated. Ms. Arthur discussed 
the offset where the traffic PM-I0 increased and construction went down. 
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Ms. Arthur stated that Rollback Modeling was completed for the Greenwood and West Phoenix 
monitors. She added that modeling was dOlle on these mOllitors to show that the monitors would 
attain. She mentioned that during the 2004-2006 period, December 12, 2005 was the only day in 
which the standard was exceeded at the monitors. She indicated that attainment demonstrated in 
2010 with committed control measures at the Greenwood monitor would be with a value of 149 
ug/m3 and the West Phoenix monitor would be at 154 ug/m3

• She stated that 154 ug/m3 for the 
monitor is okay since an exceedance is not until 155 ug/m3

• Ms. Arthur commented that other 
requirements addressed in the Five Percent Plan is Reasonable Further Progress, expeditious 
attainment and the Onroad Mobile Source Emissions Budget. Ms. Arthur stated that the budget for 
this period is much larger than before since the paved roads and unpaved roads emissions are much 
higher than tIle last time the PM-10 modeling was completed. She commented that road construction 
is included ill the budget and the value is nluch higher than assumed previously. Ms. Arthur noted 
that the nunlbers are more realistic. 

Amanda McGennis, Associated General Contractors, inquired about the road construction being 
higher. Ms. Arthur responded that the methodology in the emissions inventory from Maricopa 
County is different than the base that was used in the 1999 Serious Area Plan. She added that most 
ofthe emissions are based on the 2005 emissions inventory from Maricopa County. Ms. McGennis 
inquired abollt the percentages being lower. Ms. Arthur responded that the absolute tons per year 
in 2010 after control measures is what is being examined and not percentages. She indicated that 
the road construction emissions are decreasing because tIle compliance rate is increasing for all types 
of construction. She mentioned that road construction is lower in 2010 than it is in 2007 because 
of the compliance. 

Ms. Arthur stated that the Five Percent Plan is scheduled to have a plLblic hearing on December 12, 
2007. She mentioned that the Plan is scheduled for a possible recommendation by the Air Quality 
Technical Advisory Comnlittee on December 17, 2007. She added that the Regional Council may 
take action on the Plan on December 19, 2007. The Plan would then be submitted by MAG to 
ADEQ/EPA on December 21, 2007. Mr. Kamps inquired about the compliance rate for Rule 310. 
Ms. Arthur responded that the compliance rate in 2008 is 64 percent and it increased to 80 percent 
in 2010. Mr. Kanlps inquired about the llominal increase in compliance. Ms. Arthur replied that in 
2008 the compliance rate increases from 51 percent to 64 percellt. Mr. Kanlps inquired why the 
measures for dirt roads, unpaved shoulders, and agricultural were listed as contingency measures if, 
based on Sierra Research, they are major issues around the monitors. Ms. Arthur responded that 
Sierra Research provided MAG with the mix ofsources. She added tllat Rule 316, vacant lots, Rule 
310, and unpaved parking lots emissions turned out to be critical for showing attainment. She 
indicated that the TSD has tables displaying the mix by sources. She mentioned that the compliance 
rate was increased in order to show attainment. Ms. Arthur commented on the need to show 
attainment and using the biggest sources provided by Sierra Research. Mr. Kamps inquired if the 
sources were regionwide. Ms. Arthur replied that there was an inventory for the Salt River Modeling 
Domain. She indicated that a percentage was than detennined for those sources to be representative 
for the entire region. She commented that Sierra Research provided the density ofsources that they 
were using and the reductions that were assumed. Mr. Arthur stated that she had to go back and 
make sure that the regionwide reductions were compatible based on the density provided. 
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Mr. Kamps commented on the problem in the Salt River Area. Ms. Arthur replied that she could 
have Bob Dulla from Sierra Research come talk about the AERMOD modeling. She added that 
tllere are also tables in the TSD that can provide furtller explanation. Mr. Kross stated that there will 
be another staff presentation at the December 17th meeting along witll discussion of any public 
comment tllat has been received. Mr. Kanlps inquired if an opportunity to make a recommendation 
at the December 17th meeting will be given in case the Committee has any concenlS on the Plan. Ms. 
Bauer stated that the Committee will be reviewing any comments that were received at the public 
hearing and the response to comments. She added that the Committee will be requested to make a 
recommendation on the Plan. She indicated that the draft document has been available for public 
review since November 13, 2007. She commented on the difficulty of showing the five percent 
reduction in emissions and attainment at the monitors. Ms. Bauer nlentioned that the measures were 
shifted between committed control measures and committed contingency measures until attainment 
could be demonstrated. Mr. Kamps illquired if tIle contingency measures are also commitments. 
Ms. Bauer responded yes. She added that the cOlltingencymeasures will also be implemented. Mr. 
Kamps asked about the difference between a control measure and a contingencymeasure. Ms. Bauer 
replied that both the control and contingency measures are committed measures. She added that a 
contingency measure is above and beyond what is needed to show attainment at the monitors and 
is above and beyond what is needed for the five percent reductions in emissions. She mentioned that 
contingency measures are required by the Clean Air Act. Ms. Arthur stated that she could point to 
tIle tables in the TSD tllat show the mix of sources. 

Mr. Berry inquired if the onroad mobile source emissions budget is included in the pie chart for 
2010. Ms. Arthur replied yes. Mr. Berry inquired ifthe emissions for 2007 are 96,445 tons per year 
and 81,356 tons per year in 2010. Ms. Arthur replied that is correct. Mr. Berry asked if 102 tons per 
day was multiplied by 365 days to derive at the onroad mobile source emissions in2010. Ms. Arthur 
responded yes. Mr. Berry asked if the paved and unpaved road categories are part of the onroad 
mobile source category. Ms. Arthur replied that is correct. 

Mr. Kamps asked how far above the goal is the region for the Five Percent Plan. Ms. Arthur replied 
that the region is about five percent over the goal. She indicated that in 2010, the region is about 
5,000 tons over. She added that the region is at 21 percent instead of 15 percent. Mr. Kamps 
inquired abollt the 14,466 ton reduction in 2010. Ms. Arthur replied that tIle 14,466 ton reduction 
meets the five percent reduction requirement in the Clean Air Act. Wienke Tax, Environmental 
Protection Agency, commented that the 21 percent is required for attainment at the monitors. Ms. 
Arthur replied that is correct. 

Mr. Person inquired if a paved road produces its own particulates. Ms. Arthur replied no. Mr. 
Person inquired how pave roads went from 17 percent ofthe inventory in 2007 to 23 percent in 2010. 
Ms. Arthur replied that the emissions are going from 96,445 to 81,356 tons a year. She added that 
the paved road emissions are going up because of the traffic volume. She indicated that the VMT 
increases abollt 3 percent a year in the PM-l 0 nonattainment area. She conlffiented that the nllmber 
will continue to increase ifuncontrolled. Ms. Arthur stated that the unpaved slloulder measure is 
a control measure that reduces the paved road enlissions. Mr. Kamps inquired abollt the amount of 
trackout. Ms. Arthur replied that the trackout emissions are a little over llalf. She added tllat the 
emission rates for trackout is mucll higher than normal paved roads. 
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Mr. Berry illquired about tIle total amount of tons reduced combining the control and contingency 
measures. Ms. Arthur replied that the total reduction in 2010 is about 29,000 tons. Mr. Berry 
suggested that the presentation should have a headline that indicates that a 29,000 ton reduction is 
being modeled. He indicated the substantial commitment ofthe region. Mr. Kamps commented on 
the reductions for quantified measures. Ms. Arthur replied that the control measures are 20,000 tons 
and the contingency meaSllres are 9,000 tons. She added that both the contingency measures and the 
control measures are comnlitted measures and will be implemented. Mr. Kamps inquired why credit 
is not being taken for the contingency measures if they are going to be implenlented. Ms. Arthur 
responded that credit is being taken for those measures. She added that the 9,000 tons is credited 
toward contingency and 20,000 tons is credited toward five percent. She indicated that all 
requirements must be met. She commented that the mix ofmeasures presented will achieve all the 
requirements. She mentioned that the modeling controlled the mix of measures. 

Mr. Kross commented on the contingency measures. Mr. Berry commented on achieving the 
reductions at the mOllitors alld the reductions that are needed for the Plan. Mr. Berry inquired about 
adding the cOlltingency measures to the pie chart for 2010. Ms. Arthur stated that a chart can be 
generated to reflect the percentage. 

5. Status Report on the Draft MAG 2007 Five Percent Plan for PM-I0 

Ms. Bauer stated that a public hearing is scheduled to be conducted on the draft Plan on December 
12, 2007 in the Cllolla Room at 5:30 p.m. She added that the draft document is available on the 
third floor for public review. She nlentioned that tIle draft document is also located on the MAG 
website. She indicated that a qualifier will be added to the website since the document is a PDF file 
that is not searchable. Ms. Bauer stated that the document is not searchable since some ofthe items 
in the Plan were not available electronically. She encouraged the Committee to use the table of 
contents in the main plan in order to see where certain items were placed in the chapter. She 
indicated that the Committee could also use the table of contents in the TSD. She commented tllat 
tIle Committee is welcomed to the MAG library located on the 3rd floor of the building to review a 
hard copy of the Plan. 

6. Call for Future Agenda Items 

Ms. Tax requested that the Gila River Indian Conlmunity come and give the preselltation that was 
scheduled in a previous meeting. She also requested that the agendas be provided electronically. Ms. 
Bauer illdicated that the agendas are posted to the MAG website. Ms. Tax requested to be removed 
from the mail list since she would be able to obtain the agenda on the MAG website and did not want 
more paper. Mr. Berry commented on the greenhouse gases and global warming. 

Mr. Kross announced that the next meeting of the Committee has been tentatively rescheduled for 
December 17, 2007 at 1:30 p.m. With no further comments, the meeting was adjourned. 
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TENTATIVE MEETING SCHEDULE FOR THE
 
MAG AIR QUALITY TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
 

JANUARY - DECEMBER 2008
 

Saguaro Conference Room
 

Thursday, January 24, 2008 - 1:30 p.m. 

Thursday, February 28, 2008 - 1:30 p.m. 

Thursday, March 27, 2008 - 1:30 p.m. 

Thursday, April 24, 2008 - 1:30 p.m. 

TUESDAY, May 27,2008 - 1:30 p.m. 

Thursday, June 26, 2008 - 1:30 p.m. 

Thursday, July 24,2008 - 1:30 p.m. 

Thursday, August 28, 2008 - 1:30 p.m. IF NECESSARY 

Thursday, September 25,2008 - 1:30 p.m. 

Thursday, October 30, 2008 - 1:30 p.m. 

Thursday, December 11,2008 - 1:30 p.m. IF NECESSARY 

Note:	 This schedule is ~ubject to change. Flexibility is needed to meet federal Clean Air Act mandates and 
changes in guidance from the Environmental Protection Agency. 




